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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 )G3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 January 2004 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed 1/16/2004. 

2. Claims 1-21 have been examined and are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. A computer readable medium having 
instructions thereon which when executed perform the steps of the methods of the 
claims would normally considered statutory. However, the specification defines 
"computer readable medium" as including non-statutory media such as transmission 
media (Specification, lines 3-9 page 21 ) which incapable of being touched or perceived 
absent the statutory medium through which they are conveyed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
. of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
MacGregor U.S Publication No. 2005/0102382. 

As to claim 1, MacGregor teaches a method for translating system events for 
system management (Fig. 2), the method comprising: 

receiving at a gateway in a network data processing system an event (receiving 
events from devices 61 , 63 and 69 at 81 , 83 and 89, Fig. 2) in a native event 
management form (management protocols of the network element, paragraph 0008 
page 1); 

translating the event into a new format (converts the management protocols of 
the network element into a single format, paragraph 0008 page 1 ); and 

correlating the event in the new format (correlation of networks events, 
paragraph 0008 page 1 ) to determine whether a system management action should be 
performed (troubleshooting for the network element based on the events, paragraph 
0023 page 2). 

As to claim 2, MacGregor further teaches the new format is a neutral event 
format (converts the management protocols of the network element into a single format, 
paragraph 0008 page 1 ). 

As to claim 3, MacGregor further teaches the new format is a specific event 
management format (converts the management protocols of the network element into a 
single format, paragraph 0008 page 1). 
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As to claim 4, MacGregor further teaches wherein the event is translated to a 
plurality of event management system formats (stored event data are formatted for 
different audiences, paragraph 0023 page 2) and the translated events are correlated at 
remote system management data processing systems (combination of server 55 and 
cells 81 , 83 and 89, Fig. 2) to determine whether system management events should be 
performed (troubleshooting for the network element based on the events, paragraph 
0023 page 2). 

As to claim 5, MacGregor further teaches the event is received from an endpoint 
(receiving events from devices 61, 63 and 69, Fig. 2). 

As to claim 6, MacGregor further teaches the endpoint is one of a server data 
processing system, a router... (server 63, router 69, Fig. 2). 

As to claim 7, MacGregor further teaches the event is to be sent to a remote 
event management system (forwarding events to server 55, Fig. 2 and associated 
specification) and wherein the translating step comprises: 

translating the event from the native event management form to a neutral form 
(converts the management protocols of the network element into a single format, 
paragraph 0008 page 1 ); 

translating the event into a format (converts the management protocols of the 
network element into a single format, paragraph 0008 page 1) for use by the remote 
event management system (troubleshooting for the network element based on the 
events, paragraph 0023 page 2); and 
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forwarding the event to the remote event management system (forwarding 
events to server 55, Fig. 2 and associated specification). 

As to claim 8, MacGregor further teaches the correlating step uses a state table 
(the operating state of components, paragraph 0004 page 1; stored in tables, paragraph 
0048 page 4). 

As to claim 9, it is a system claim of claim 1 . Therefore, it is rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1 above. MacGregor further teaches a bus system and a 
communication unit (bus and communication components of Fig. 2). MacGregor further 
teaches a server that handle events (server 55, Fig. 2 and associated specification); 
however, MacGregor does not explicitly teach a memory and a processing unit. "Official 
Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantage of providing for a memory and a 
processing unit in a server is well known and expected in the art. It would have been 
obvious to include a memory and a processing unit into the system of MacGregor 
because these components are required for a server to work properly as well known in 
the art. 

As to claims 10-16, they are system claims of claims 1-7, respectively. 
Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1-7 above. 

As to claims 17-21, they are computer program product claims of claims 1-5, 
respectively. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1-5 above. 



Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/758,858 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2194 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
^applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy Ho whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3762. 
A voice mail service is also available for this number. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIM) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or' Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2100. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450 
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Or fax to: 

• AFTER-FINAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• OFFICAL faxes must be signed and sent to (571 ) 273 - 8300. 

• NON OFFICAL faxes should not be signed, please send to (571 ) 273 - 3762 

A.H 

June 8, 2007 




